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NO  COMPLETE  TABULATION  OF  U.S.  BILLIONS  TO  ARM  OTHER  NATIONS 


BY  PAUL  BRINK 

Figures  submitted  by  Under  Secretary 
of  State  John  Irwin  II  in  February  re¬ 
veal  that  the  U.S.  in  fiscal  1971  slated 
nearly  $7  billion  in  arms  and  other 
military  items  to  other  countries 
around  the  world — some  in  sales, 
some  on  credit,  some  given  away, 
some  by  commercial  sales  controlled 
and  approved  by  the  government.  (See 
table  P.  2)  But  the  total  still  does  not 
include  the  tens  of  millions  of  dollars 
in  military  property  that  the  Defense 
Dept,  gives  away  in  Thailand  and 
Vietnam. 

Comptroller  General  Elmer  Staats, 
Congress'  chief  auditor,  told  a  Joint 
Economic  Subcmte.  in  January  that 
nowhere  in  government  is  there  a 
complete  tabulation  of  the  billions 
Washington  spends  to  arm  foreign 
nations.  Staats  blamed  this  on  the 
many  and  multiplying  military  aid 
programs,  the  piecemeal  attention  that 
Congress  directs  to  each,  and  decen¬ 
tralization  of  the  Pentagon  itself. 

Attempts  to  determine  the  total 
amounts  of  military  aid  are  further 
complicated  by  secrecy,  in  some  cases 
on  the  grounds  that  disclosure  would 
embarrass  receiving  nations,  in  others 
because  of  CIA  operations.  FCNL 
Executive  Secy.  Edward  F.  Snyder  in 
testimony  last  December  said  “The 
United  States  is  the  world's  largest 
arms  merchant  .  .  /'  And  Armistead 
I.  Selden,  a  Deputy  Asst.  Defense 
Secy.,  told  the  Joint  Economic  Sub¬ 
cmte.  in  January  that  “Since  1950, 
grant  military  aid  [outright  gifts]  has 
totaled  $34.9  billion  to  78  countries, 
excess  materiel  donation  had  totaled 
$3.9  billion  in  acquisition  costs,  sales 
totaled  $13  billion." 

Irwin  said  the  Nixon  Doctrine 
means  that  the  level  of  military  aid 
will  rise  as  the  government  attempts 
to  replace  American  troops  abroad 
with  stronger  local  military  forces. 


Figures  show  that  in  the  military 
aid  components  released  by  Irwin 
the  overall  total  rose  $1.4  billion  be¬ 
tween  the  fiscal  years  1970  and  1971. 

Outside  of  Laos,  Thailand  and  South 
Vietnam,  the  bulk  of  military  as¬ 
sistance  program  (MAP)  grants  goes 
to  Korea,  Taiwan,  Greece,  Turkey 
and  now  Cambodia.  A  small  portion, 
less  than  $100  million  in  all,  is  spread 
over  some  40  countries,  including 
funds  for  military  training  programs. 
The  Defense  Dept,  says  military  aid 
is  “. . .  vital  to  the  continued  success 
of  Vietnamization,  and  essential  to 
South  Korea's  security.'' 

Defense  Secy.  Melvin  Laird  is 
quoted  in  the  Congressional  Record 
May  25  as  saying  that  South  Vietnam 
will  need  substantial  military  assist¬ 
ance,  probably  for  more  than  five 
years,  and  added  that  “We're  going 
to  have  U.S.  naval  and  air  forces 
present  in  Asia  for  a  long  time  to 
come."  He  told  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Cmte.  in  June  that  military 
aid  programs  would  continue  in  Cam¬ 
bodia  and  Laos  even  after  U.S.  troops 
had  been  withdrawn  from  Vietnam. 
Holmes  Brown,  an  FCNL  researcher, 
said  in  an  April  paper  “The  War  in 
Indochina:  How  Much  Does  It  Cost?" 
that  January  testimony  before  the 
Joint  Subcmte.  “indicates  that  there 
are  perhaps  billions  of  dollars  worth 
of  fiscal  aid  and  materiel  unaccounted 
for.  Future  transfers  of  installations 
such  as  Cam  Ranh  Bay  and  Ton  Son 
Nhut  Air  Base  would  involve  billions 
of  dollars  in  a  single  year."  Staats  said 
the  Pentag'*n  keeps  no  records  on 
“excess"  weapons  given  to  South 
Vietnam. 

A  variety  of  departments  has  been 
financing  the  variety  of  U.S.  military 
aid  programs.  Now  there  are  increas¬ 
ing  efforts  to  sort  them  out.  Under  the 
administration's  foreign  aid  reorgani¬ 
zation  plan,  submitted  in  April,  the 
grant  military  assistance  program 


(MAP),  foreign  military  credit  sales, 
supporting  assistance  and  public 
safety  (to  build  internal  security 
forces)  would  be  pulled  together 
under  the  new  International  Security 
Assistance  program.  The  Military  As¬ 
sistance  Service  Funded  (MASF)  pro¬ 
gram  (to  finance  client  armies)  and 
foreign  military  cash  sales  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  administered  by  the  De¬ 
fense  Dept.  Irwin  said  there  will  be 
a  Coordinator  for  Security  Assistance 
“at  a  high  level"  in  the  State  Dept. 
Hearings  began  in  April  by  the  House 
Foreign  Affairs  Cmte.  on  the  Security 
assistance  portion  of  the  reorganiza¬ 
tion  proposals,  but  Chairman  Thomas 
Morgan,  Pa.,  June  7  introduced  HR 
8961,  a  new  foreign  aid  bill  to  take 
the  place  of  two  reorganization  bills 
submitted  by  President  Nixon  April 
21.  Morgan's  substitute  would  fi¬ 
nance  foreign  aid  for  the  next  fiscal 
year  under  authority  provided  in  ex¬ 
isting  law. 

The  President's  major  foreign  aid 
reorganization  proposals  are  being 
held  over  until  1972  in  the  House. 

Morgan's  bill  includes  a  few  reorgani¬ 
zation  proposals,  such  as  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  security  assistance  coordi¬ 
nator  at  the  Under  Secretary  level  at 
the  State  Dept.  Morgan  also  would 
increase  the  excess  equipment  ceiling 
from  $100  million  to  $220  million 
legal  value,  which  is  one-third  of  ac¬ 
quisition  costs.  Sen.  J.  W.  Fulbright, 
Ark.,  by  administration  request,  has 
introduced  S1656  and  S1657 — the 
President's  foreign  aid  reorganization 
plans — in  the  Senate.  Fulbright's  For¬ 
eign  Relations  Cmte.  began  hearings 
June  10. 

An  amendment  by  Sen.  Stuart  Sym¬ 
ington,  Mo.,  June  15  to  the  Defense 
Dept,  authorization  bill  (S939)  would 
limit  military  and  economic  aid  to 
Laos  to  $200  million.  Symington  sug¬ 
gested  that  the  U.S.  was  spiending 
about  $600  million  annually  in  Laos 
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in  economic  and  military  aid  and  air 
support  for  Royal  Laotian  troops.  The 
only  amount  publicly  acknowledged 
by  the  administration  has  been  $52 
million  in  economic  aid. 

Sen.  William  Proxmire,  Wis.,  whose 
Joint  Subcmte.  on  Government  Econ¬ 
omy  held  the  January  hearings,  intro¬ 
duced  S1129  to  improve  and  reform 
the  foreign  military  assistance  pro¬ 
gram.  The  bill  would  phase  out 
MASF  in  three  years,  convert  MAP 
to  a  sales  program,  and  put  all  re¬ 
maining  military  assistance  programs 
under  responsibility  of  the  Secretary 
of  State.  The  bill  also  would  prohibit 
classifying  names  of  countries  and 
amounts  of  military  assistance.  "Ex¬ 
cess  and  surplus  supplies  could  no 
longer  be  given  away  free  or  for  a 
few  cents  on  the  dollar,"  Proxmire 
said.  He  and  Sens.  Mansfield,  Mc¬ 
Govern,  and  Humphrey  introduced 
S896  and  S905  to  prohibit  Food  for 
Peace  funds  to  be  used  for  military 
purposes.  Proxmire  and  Sen.  Clifford 
Case,  N.J.,  introduced  S1020,  requir¬ 
ing  a  detailed  annual  public  report 
on  the  specific  kinds  and  amounts 
of  foreign  military  aid  going  abroad. 
S905,  Si 020  and  Si  129  were  sent  to 
the  Foreign  Relations  Cmte.  S896  was 
referred  to  the  Agriculture  Cmte.  The 
General  Accounting  Office  has  been 
doing  an  in-depth  study  of  the  eco¬ 
nomic  and  military  assistance  pro¬ 
grams  for  the  Foreign  Relations  Cmte. 

In  the  House,  an  amendment  by 
Rep.  Michael  Harrington,  Mass.,  to 
strike  the  $2.5  billion  authorized  for 
fiscal  1972  military  aid  to  the  South 
Vietnamese  and  "other  free  world 
forces"  supporting  the  Vietnamese 
and  local  forces  in  Laos  and  Thailand 
(MASF),  was  defeated  June  17.  Also 
in  the  House,  a  bill  for  loan  of  naval 
ships  to  Greece,  Turkey  and  other 
countries  was  expected  to  be  intro¬ 
duced  in  the  Armed  Services  Com¬ 
mittee. 

(Published  records  of  the  Proxmire 
Subcmte.  hearings  were  scheduled  to 
be  available  in  July.) 


The  $22  billion  Defense  Dept,  author¬ 
ization  bill  (S939)  is  expected  to  reach 
the  Senate  floor  shortly  after  the  July 
4  recess.  The  $72  billion  Defense 
Dept,  appropriations  bill  probably 
will  reach  the  House  floor  just  before 
the  August  recess.  The  House  passed 
the  authorization  bill  June  17  after 
three  days  of  debate. 


U.S.  MILITARY  GRANTS  AND  SALES  PROGRAMS 
(In  Millions) 

FY1970  FY1971 

MILITARY  ASSISTANCE  PROGRAM  (MAP), 

the  military  portion  of  Foreign  Aid  (outright  gifts) .  $  409.0  $  775.0* 


Excess  Equipment  .  424.4  300.0  ’ 

FOREIGN  MILITARY  SALES 

Credit  (Defense  Dept.)  .  70.0  750.0  * 

Cash  .  772.6  1,173.4 

Commercial  .  567.2  416.1 

SUPPORTING  ASSISTANCE  and  Public  Safety  ‘  .  545.2  629.4 

DEFENSE  DEPT.  GRANTS  to  fight  the  war  in  Southeast  Asia — Military  Assistance 

Service  Funded  (MASF)  program  for  Thailand,  Laos,  Vietnam .  2,174.4  2,177.3 

Vessels  in  ship  loans  .  23.8  166.1 

International  Military  Activities  .  269.1  274.6 


PL480  FUNDED.  Foreign  currencies  set  aside  for  defense  purposes  and  generated 


by  American  Food  for  Peace  gifts  .  108.0  143.8 

Overall  total  U.S.  military  assistance,  various  components:  .  $5,363.7  $6,805.7 


*  Fiscal  1971  includes  supplemental  request  for  Cambodia. 

^  Valued  at  acquisition  cost.  The  $300  million  represents  arms  given  from  a  $17  billion  Pentagon  stockpile  that 
the  Defense  Dept,  says  it  doesn't  need. 

*  Including  $500  million  for  Israel. 

*  Supporting  assistance  is  used  to  support  budgets  of  countries  with  high  military  budgets.  Public  safety  is 
for  internal  security  or  for  paramilitary  purposes  in  Vietnam,  Laos  and  Thailand.  Public  Safety  funds  also 
go  to  24  other  countries.  The  FY1970  supporting  assistance  total  above  includes  $3.9  million  in  a  contingency 
fund  transfer. 

Includes  international  military  headquarters;  NATO  infrastructure;  pay  and  allowances  for  Military  Assistance 
Advisory  Groups  (MAAG)  and  MilGroup  personnel. 

Source;  Figures  largely  from  tables  submitted  Feb.  2,  1971  by  John  Irwin  II,  Under  Secretary  of  State,  in  a 
statement  before  the  Joint  Government  Economy  Subcmte. 


The  House  Subcmte.  on  Asian  Affairs 
began  hearings  June  21  on  HR4100, 
the  Vietnam  Disengagement  Act.  The 
House  Foreign  Operations  Subcmte. 
planned  full-scale  hearings  on  South¬ 
east  Asia.  Both  the  Senate  and  House 
refused  to  set  a  Dec.  31,  1971  with¬ 
drawal  date  for  all  U.S.  military  forces 
in  Indochina.  The  Senate  vote  on  the 
McGovern-Hatfield  amendment  June 
16  was  55-42;  House  vote  on  the 
Nedzi-Whalen  amendment  June  17 
was  254-158. 


Twelve  church  leaders  June  17  an¬ 
nounced  support  of  a  filibuster  on  the 
draft.  Votes  on  several  draft  amend¬ 
ments  came  at  Newsletter  press  time. 


Correction:  In  June  Newsletter,  P2, 
3rd  col.,  29th  line,  please  read  it:  and 
the  presence  of  at  least  190,000  Amer¬ 
ican  troops,  etc.  (Instead  of  290,000). 


Magazine  subscription  plan  extended 
for  one  month.  Subscribe  to  your  fa¬ 
vorite  magazine  now  through  FCNL. 
All  profits  to  FCNL. 


Write  to  FCNL  for  a  revised  State¬ 
ment  on  Economic  Development;  for 
testimony  June  10  by  Holland  Hunter, 
Haverford  College,  on  the  Defense 
Dept,  appropriations  bill  (he  says  a 
reallocation  to  domestic  programs 
"will  do  more  to  advance  the  true  se¬ 
curity  of  our  country") ;  for  testimony 
May  25  by  Samuel  R.  Levering,  Chair¬ 
man,  FCNL  Executive  Council,  urging 
a  9-member  Federal  Elections  Com¬ 
mission. 


Also  write  for  these  from  FCNL:  “Analysis  of  HR1 
'The  Social  Security  Amendments  of  1971'  Including 
Changes  in  the  Welfare  System"  (15^);  "State  and 
Federal  Expenditures  for  AFDC  Under  Current  Law, 
and  State  Costs  and  Savings  Under  HR1"  (28^);  "The 
Politics  of  Repatriation;  Past,  Present  and  Future"  (on 
war  prisoners)  (15^);  a  new  brochure,  "One  Kind 
of  Communication,"  describes  work  of  FCNL  and 
Alaska  Natives  issue  (45^)  {,254  in  lots  of  10  or  more). 
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LOCAL  POLITICAL  INVOLVEMENT 
—REQUISITE  FOR  NATIONAL 
POLICY  CHANGE 

BY  WILLIAM  LUNSFORD 

Finding  solutions  to  the  many  inter¬ 
national  and  domestic  problems  facing 
the  nation  requires  a  two-pronged  at¬ 
tack.  The  level  with  which  most  of  us 
are  familiar  is  to  urge  Congress  to  act. 
The  second  level,  which  I  consider  to 
be  more  important,  is  to  encourage 
state  and  local  governments  to  seek 
solutions. 

Many  issues  in  the  domestic  field 
which  we  consider  national  are  actu¬ 
ally  local  problems  which  exist  in  al¬ 
most  every  community  in  the  nation. 

Too  often  when  only  Washington  is 
looked  to  for  solutions,  little  if  any¬ 
thing  is  accomplished. 

It  is  important  to  remember  that 
every  Congressman  has  developed  in 
a  particular  political  environment,  and 
that  most  will  continue  to  respond  to 
that  local  political  climate  once 
elected.  Therefore  if  we  are  going  to 
be  successful  in  effecting  change  in 
the  nation  a  major  need  is  to  develop 
political  environments  in  which 
elected  officials  committed  to  a  re¬ 
ordering  of  priorities  can  thrive. 

In  my  own  Baltimore  community 
and  in  almost  all  of  those  I  have 
visited  I  have  found  that  most  citi¬ 
zens  have  little  or  no  political  involve¬ 
ment.  By  "involvement"  I  refer  to 
much  more  than  voting  on  election 
day;  attending  school  board  meetings, 
writing  letters,  voicing  opinions;  that 
is,  making  the  time  to  participate  in 
the  governing  process  on  a  continuing 
basis. 

If  effective  national  policies  in  the 
areas  of  health,  education,  welfare, 
civil  rights  and  civil  liberties  are  to  be 
implemented,  it  will  happen  because 
residents  of  thousands  of  large  and 
small  communities  demand  it.  Thus 
the  best  way  to  achieve  desired 
changes  at  the  national  level  is  to 
organize  your  neighbors  around 
local  issues,  and  to  relate  those  issues 
to  what  has  been  defined  as  a  na¬ 
tional  problem. 

While  it  may  not  be  easy  to  talk  to 
your  neighbor  about  the  tragedy  of 
our  involvement  in  Vietnam,  I  am  sure 
that  usually  you  could  both  address 
yourselves  to  the  high  tax  rates  you 
must  pay.  Once  you  have  established 
this  common  ground,  it  is  a  short  step 
to  relate  inflated  taxes  to  wasteful 
spending  by  the  federal  government: 
particularly  the  use  of  your  taxes  for 
the  killing  and  destruction  in  Vietnam. 


Your  success  in  mobilizing  your 
community  may  be  greater  if  you 
direct  concern  toward  action  by  local 
government  on  the  local  component 
of  the  national  problem.  All  of  us 
react  most  positively  to  situations 
with  which  we  are  most  familiar  and 
which  we  know  affect  us.  Decisions 
made  in  Washington  may  seem  only 
remotely  relevant  to  your  neighbors' 
lives. 

Having  the  local  government  on 
the  same  side  of  an  issue  as  yourself 
is  extremely  helpful  in  influencing 
your  Congressman.  It  also  follows 
that  the  election  of  local  officeholders 
responsive  to  progressive  social  con¬ 
cerns  may  facilitate  the  election  of 
more  responsive  Congressional  repre¬ 
sentatives. 

Attempting  to  relate  to  your  con¬ 
gressman  when  the  political  climate 
in  your  district  does  not  reflect  your 
point  of  view  is  often  frustrating. 
While  you  attempt  to  influence  your 
congressman,  also  work  to  influence 
your  community.  Your  success  in 
either  or  both  efforts  will  benefit  your 
community  and  nation. 


SOME  BILLS  THREATEN,  OTHERS 
PROTECT  CIVIL  LIBERTIES 

BY  DIANE  LA  VOY 

Six  bills  from  the  Senate  Internal 
Security  Cmte.  (S1499-1504)  and  one 
from  the  House  Internal  Security 
Cmte.  (HR819)  seriously  threaten  free 
speech,  association,  and  privacy.  The 
Senate  bills,  sponsored  by  James  East- 
land,  Miss.,  interlock  with  each  other 
as  new  titles  or  amendments  to  such 
existing  legislation  as  the  Internal 
Security  Act  of  1950. 

S1504  would  establish  a  “Security  Administration 
for  Executive  Departments"  (SAED),  subordinate  only 
to  the  President,  and  administered  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Subversive  Activities  Control  Board  (SACB). 
SAED  would  transfer  to  the  FBI  all  personnel  files 
for  cases  "found  to  involve  subversive  activity." 

SI  502  attacks  important  Supreme  Court  decisions, 
directing  the  SACB  to  register  both  subversive  or¬ 
ganizations  and  their  members,  and  empowering  it 
to  dissolve  any  organization  it  brands  subversive. 
It  is  made  a  criminal  act  for  a  member  of  a  "Com¬ 
munist"  or  "Communist  Action"  group  to  work  at 
a  defense  facility  or  at  a  government-supported 
school.  It  provides  for  investigations  of  labor  unions 
to  determine  whether  they  are  "Communist-infil¬ 
trated." 

51499  would  subject  those  who  give  aid  to  "an 
adversary  of  the  U.S.  by  an  overt  act"  to  fines  and 
imprisonment  up  to  $10,000  and  ten  years,  and  de¬ 
fines  "adversary"  as  "any  foreign  nation  or  armed 
group  which  is  engaged  in  open  hostilities  against 
the  U.S.  or  with  which  the  armed  forces  of  the  U.S. 
are  engaged  in  open  hostilities."  This  includes 
adversaries  in  an  undeclared  war. 

S1S01  would  prohibit  judicial  review  of  Congres¬ 
sional  proceedings,  deprive  the  Supreme  Court  of  its 
original  jurisdiction  in  constitutional  matters,  and 
prohibit  the  use  of  the  Fifth  Amendment  for  de¬ 
clining  to  testify  before  Congressional  committees. 

51500  would  authorize  the  State  Dept,  to  bar 
foreign  travel  for  reasons  of  "national  interest,"  and 


makes  the  issuance  of  visas  subject  to  the  direction 
and  supervision  of  the  Attorney  General. 

S1503  would  expand  existing  registration  laws  for 
foreign  agents. 

The  House  bill,  titled  Defense 
Facilities  and  Industrial  Security  Act, 
was  introduced  last  year  by  Richard 
Ichord,  Mo.,  and  passed  the  House 
with  only  65  dissenting  votes.  In  the 
Senate  it  died  in  committee,  as  Chair¬ 
man  Eastland  had  plans  for  his  own 
legislation.  The  bill,  which  Ichord  in¬ 
troduced  this  year  as  HR819,  relates 
primarily  to  workers  at  defense 
plants,  but  the  breadth  of  its  defini¬ 
tion  of  "defense  facility"  brings  uni¬ 
versity  and  transportation  personnel 
within  its  realm.  It  goes  even  further 
than  the  Eastland  bills  in  annulling 
Supreme  Court  decisions  governing 
the  powers  of  the  SACB. 

Write  for  FCNL  reprint  of  June  7 
The  Nation  article,  "New  Tool  Kit  for 
a  Police  State." 

Repeal  of  Title  II  of  the  Internal 
Security  Act,  the  "Emergency  Deten¬ 
tion  Act",  may  soon  be  possible.  Sub¬ 
stantial  House  support  for  the  repeal 
effort,  led  by  Spark  Matsunaga, 
Hawaii,  is  hoped  to  assure  defeat  of 
Ichord's  bill  which  would  instead 
amend  the  act.  Both  bills  are  cur¬ 
rently  in  the  Rules  Committee.  The 
Senate  approved  repeal  last  year,  but 
passage  of  a  repeal  bill  this  year  may 
be  problematical. 

Data  banks  have  been  a  subject  of 
concern  to  Sen.  Sam  Ervin,  N.C., 

whose  Constitutional  Rights  Subcom¬ 
mittee  has  held  hearings  early  this 
year.  Among  bills  being  considered  is 
S975,  which  would  facilitate  an  indi¬ 
vidual's  access  to  his  files.  HR854  is 
a  similar  bill  in  the  House.  There  is 
strong  Senate  support  for  S1438,  de¬ 
signed  to  protect  the  privacy  of  fed¬ 
eral  government  employees,  and  hear¬ 
ings  on  the  same  subject  were  recently 
held  in  the  House. 

A  two-year  suspension  of  death 
penalty  executions  is  sought  through 
Rep.  Emanuel  Celler's  (N.Y.)  HR8414 
and  Sen.  Phillip  Hart's  (Mich.)  S1969, 
following  Supreme  Court  validation 
of  death  penalties  in  McGautha  v. 
California  and  Crampton  v.  Ohio  on 
May  3.  It  is  hoped  that  during  this 
period  Congress  would  exercise  its 
power  under  the  Fourteenth  Amend¬ 
ment  to  abolish  capital  punishment, 
and  that  states  will  thoroughly  re¬ 
appraise  their  policies. 

"Speedy  Trial"  bill  in  both  houses 
(S895  and  HR7107)  are  indications  of 
congressional  interest  in  court  reform. 
Also  under  consideration  is  a  thor¬ 
ough  reform  of  federal  criminal  laws. 
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QUAKERS  IN  POLITICS:  PART  III 
QUAKERS  IN  ACTION 

BY  PHIL  CARTER 

(This  is  the  final  article  about  a  study  of  FCNL 
constituents  based  on  the  1970  elections.  For  a  more 
complete  analysis  send  $1  to  FCNL  for  ''Quakers  in 
Politics") 

A  survey  of  FCNL  constituents  taken 
in  December,  1970,  showed  that  70% 
had  written  their  Congressmen  and 
Senators,  and  36%  had  written  a  let¬ 
ter  to  the  editor  of  their  local  news¬ 
paper.  During  the  1970  campaigns 
31%  worked  for  candidates  in  the 


primary  or  general  election,  51%  at¬ 
tended  a  meeting  where  a  candidate 
spoke,  and  68%  made  a  campaign 
contribution  over  $5.00.  93%  voted 
in  the  general  election. 

These  same  questions  were  broken 
down  into  three  sub-groups  based  on 
the  mailings  received  from  FCNL: 

Group  I :  Receive  Newsletter  only. 
(378  persons). 

Group  II:  Receive  Newsletter  plus 
Action  Bulletins  (295 
persons). 


How  much  did  you  participate  in  the  1970  elections? 


Voted  in  the  primary 

Total 

Group  I 

Croup  It 

Group  III 

Yes 

83% 

78% 

86% 

90% 

No 

17% 

22% 

14% 

10% 

Voted  in  the  November  election 

Yes 

93% 

90% 

94% 

95% 

No 

7% 

10% 

6% 

5% 

Contributed  $5.00  or  more  toward  a  campaign 

Yes 

68% 

64% 

70% 

77% 

No 

32% 

36% 

30% 

23% 

Attended  a  meeting  at  which  a  candidate  spoke 

Yes 

51% 

46% 

52% 

60% 

No 

49% 

54% 

48% 

40% 

Attended  a  fund-raising  event  for  a  candidate 

Yes 

29% 

26% 

28% 

37% 

No 

71% 

74% 

72% 

63% 

Worked  directly  in  support  of  a  candidate 
in  the  primary 

Yes 

30% 

26% 

30% 

41% 

No 

70% 

74% 

70% 

59% 

Worked  directly  in  support  of  a  candidate 
in  the  general  election 

Yes 

31% 

26% 

33% 

40% 

No 

69% 

74% 

67% 

60% 

Have  you  sent  a  letter  or  telegram  to  your  Congressman  or  Senators  this  year? 

Total  Croup  I 

Group  It 

Group  III 

Senators  only 

10% 

10% 

11% 

8% 

Representative  only 

4% 

4% 

4% 

2% 

Neither 

15% 

24% 

10% 

6% 

Both 

70% 

60% 

74% 

83% 

No  answer 

1% 

2% 

1% 

1% 

Have  you  written  a  letter  to  the  editor  of  your 

local  paper 

to  express  your 

views  about  a 

particular  issue 

year? 

Total 

Group  I 

Group  II 

Croup  III 

Yes 

36% 

29% 

36% 

53% 

No 

64% 

71% 

64% 

47% 

Group  III:  District  contacts  (169 
persons). 

For  the  questions  analyzed,  the  dis¬ 
trict  contacts  (Group  III)  were  the 
most  active:  40%  worked  for  a  can¬ 
didate,  53%  wrote  to  their  local 
paper,  and  83%  had  written  their 
Congressman  and  Senators. 

Groups  I  and  II  both  had  lower 
percentages  as  may  be  seen  in  the 
questions  below: 


The  Friends  Committee  on 
National  Legislation  includes 
Friends  appointed  by  22  of  the  28 
Friends  Yearly  Meetinfs  and  10 
Friends  organizations  in  the  United 
States.  Expressions  of  views  in  the 
FCNL  Wa$hington  Newtletter  are 
guided  by  the  Statement  of  Poliey 
prepared  and  approved  hy  the  Com¬ 
mittee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  lead¬ 
ings  of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  speaks 
for  itself  and  for  like-minded 
Friends.  No  organization  can  speak 
officially  for  the  Religious  Society 
of  Friends. 

FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLET¬ 
TER.  Editor:  Paul  Brink.  Con¬ 
tributors:  Phil  Carter,  Diane  La  Voy, 
William  Lunsford,  Frances  Neely, 
Edward  F.  Snyder,  Linda  Darrow, 
Holmes  Brown.  245  Second  St., 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20002. 
Subscription  $5.00  per  year  ($8.00 
air  mail  outside  U.S. ).  Single  copies 
25(‘  except  voting  record  and  ap¬ 
propriations  issues  (30^).  Pub¬ 
lished  monthly  except  August-Sep- 
tember,  when  it  is  combined.  Second 
class  postage  paid  at  Washington, 
D.  C. 


FCNL  Washington  Newsletter  Service— 


•  Eleven  Newsletters  a  year 

•  Action  bulletins — information  and  suggestions 

for  action  when  most  effective 

•  The  FCNL  Memo — additional  legislative  informa¬ 
tion  plus  news  of  staff 

•  Voting  Record  of  each  Congressman  on  key 

issues 

a  Analysis  of  money  voted  by  each  session  of 
Congress 


Upon  request: 

FCNL  testimony  before  Congressional  Committees 
Information  on  specific  issues 

Special  mailings — Congressional  speeches  and  other 
background  information 

Register  Citizen  Opinion —names,  districts,  and  Com¬ 
mittee  assignments  of  Congressmen 

FCNL  Statement  of  Legislative  Policy 


Please  enter  my  subscription  for  one  year  to  the  FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER,  at  $5.00,  $8.00  abroad  (Air  Mail).  Address:  245 
Second  Street,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.  C.  20002  ($7.00  to  residents  of  Illinois  and  Wisconsin,  who  also  receive  a  Newsletter  on  state  legislation. 
Address:  407  S.  Dearborn,  Chicago,  Illinois  60605).  Contributions  above  NEWSLETTER  subscription  price  support  the  legislative  and 
research  work  of  the  Committee. 

(Contributions  not  deductible  for  income  tax  purposes) 


Name 


. . . Address 

(Please  Print) 


Zip 


f 


$ 


"1 


# 


